Dear Harold, 


June 22, 


<f ! 3^ 

1971 


Your mailing of 6/ 18 received. 

I have sent the May clippings you asked for in your letter of 6/13, 
along with my latest Archives order, all third class, as described in iry 
letter of oj^»20. 

Please refer to paragraph 3 of your letter of 6 /IS. The first item 
you asked about is in fact Clawson on wilder, so you do have it. My description 
of the next item you listed was a bit imprecise; Mitcnell did not praise 
Epstein by name but, as you can see, did use and rely on his article. In 
resuonse to your last question: the Lafayette-Camp area is so become a Federal 
Center by August 1972; the old Post Office will house the Circuit uourt of 
A PDeals • 

If X I wasn't quite clear on the Quiroga material - go ahead and use whatever 
you have. I suggest, however, that you keep in mind the possibility that ± 
may want to write ±xe this uo eventually and not go into such things as how I 
got it, how I got the 544 Camp pamphlet, etc. I think if you concentrate on 
your own personal investigation and I specialize in the various agency files 
on Oswald, there will be plenty for both of us. In other words, I am in no 
position to k± write about the N . 0 . funnjr business with Oswald except on the basis 
of the files, ■where one can max make a strong but not sensational case; you 
are more inclined to use the evidence which may be less uniropeacnable but allows 
you to draw much stronger conclusions. For example, if you use all the ^things 
you were told about DeBrueys, it is not adding much to go into ohe details of 
his report ., how the WC got it, etc. This may not be clear, but I hope it is, 
or at least will s be as your book fills up. 

Sorry, I don't have the reference from the Forensic Academy meeting which 
you asked about. 

Page 2 of your letter, re my & comments on the Boggs memo: 

I don ' t think I have more than the one page on the neutron activation 
analysis. Anything else would also be in the big non-CD order. I deliberately 
did not specify that J had this in my letter to JL. . . . lou note that the SS got^ 
the police tapes immediately. I am sure I sent you my correspondence with the SS 
and the Archives, the end result of which was that those tapes could not be 
found, I have carried it no further, but eventually somebody should do so. 

Thanks for your comments on my letter and draft to Mitchell. Although ± 
indicated a cony for JL, I have not sent it yet; I have written him about this 
in general, asking if he is interested ±n on a personal and confidential oasis. 

You asked about the items mentioned in a parenthetical note of my 6/14 draft, 
indicating that the wC asked the JD for information about all the FBI had on LHO. 
Those numbers, #105.1, #411.5, #411.7, refer to my big non-CD_ order, which 
you have . #411 . 5 means the fifth item in section 411 . The sections are 

arranged in numerical order, chronologically within each section, and there is 
a listing srirfetHg at the beginning of each section, (i suggest you put each section 
in a separate folder so you can find these listings easily.) A.s you can see from 
the cited items, the request was (untypically ) for information aoout what they 
had, rather than copies; I do not xkx know why it was sent twice, in essentially 
identical form, or if there was any written reply to the first letter. ± just 
noticed all that when I was typing the 6/ 14 draft, and will have to check it out 
more . 

My present feeling is that after the appeal for ’"everything" is denied, ± 
should prepare to file suit, but only for the various se specific items z i have 
asked for. These 1 might have a chance to get. If you know of any other specific 
pre-assassination items I should add - eg, from the HQ file, let me know. 

Your Ir to Ed Berkeley indicates that they are working with Joesten. 
me more, pnhmgg please. The blind e leading the blind. 

Sincerely, 

cc: JUS PoLld— 


Tell 



